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Commissioner for Patents and Trademarks 
U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

Dear Sir: 

In conjunction with the filing of a Notice of Appeal and with the filing of an 
Amendment After Final, Applicants respectfully request review of the basis of rejections 
of the pending claims. 

In the Final Office Action, the claims were rejected to under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12. In 
response, Applicants have filed an Amendment After Final in conjunction with this 
Pre-Appeal Brief. In the Advisory Action dated September 5, 2006, it was indicated that 
the amendments to the claims would be entered if timely filed. Since the amendments 
are believed to overcome the objections under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12, Applicants respectfully 
request that the amendments be entered. 

Currently, claims 45-78 remain pending in the present application, including 
independent claims 45 and 62. Independent claims 45 and 62 are both directed to a 
process for forming an absorbent article. Both claims include the steps of unwinding a 
roll of a first material at a determined rate for processing using an unwind device. The 
unwind device is in communication with a festoon. The festoon includes a plurality of 
rotatable guide rolls through which the first material is threaded. The festoon 
accumulates a determined length of the first material. 
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Both claims 45 and 62 also require the step of: 

Decelerating certain of the guide rolls in the festoon with a 
drive device when the rate at which the roll of the first 
material is unwound decreases at the unwind device, the 
guide rolls being decelerated independent of each other. 

In the Final Office Action, independent claims 45 and 62 were rejected as 
allegedly being obvious over Mever in view of Coenen . In stark contrast to the currently 
pending claims, however, the guide rolls contained in the accumulator disclosed in 
Mever and the guide rolls contained in the festoon disclosed in Coenen are not in any 
way decelerated with a drive device during operation of the accumulator or festoon. 

Mever . for instance, discloses an accumulator containing a row of spaced apart 
rollers on one swingable arm that cooperates with another row of rollers on another 
swingable arm. More particularly, the accumulator disclosed in Mever includes an 
outfeed roller 36, an infeed roller 35, and rollers 70, 71 , 72, 73, 78, 79, 80 and 81 
positioned in between the outfeed roller and the infeed roller. As stated at the bottom of 
column 4, the outfeed roller 36 is journaled for rotation on an axle shaft 39 by means of 
two internal bearings 59 and 60. Similarly, infeed roller 35 is journaled for rotation on an 
axle shaft 40. As stated in column 5, at line 14, the remaining rollers 70-73 and 78-81 
are also "freely rotatable on respective shafts". Thus, all of the rollers contained in the 
accumulator described in Mever are freely rotatable on some type of axle or shaft and 
are all made from "a lightweight rigid material for the sake of minimizing inertia". 

In the Advisory Action, however, the Examiner stated that: 

Meyer teaches the rollers 35, 36 journaled for rotation on 
each axle shaft with bearings and at the end of each shaft, 
Meyer discloses a drive mechanism using chain loops 
126,1 15, 1 18 and pneumatic actuators 96, 97, which are 
connected to the shaft, see figures 4-5, and in column 5, 
lines 28-35 and column 7, lines 21-30. Thus, the rollers can 
decelerate with a drive device. 

In response, the apparent discrepancy between the Examiner's opinion and 
Applicants' opinion regarding what Mever teaches can be resolved by focusing on the 
differences in Mever between the axle shafts and the infeed and outfeed rollers . For 
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instance, as shown in the figures, the axle shafts are labeled with character numerals 
39 and 40. The outfeed roller, on the other hand, has character numeral 36, while the 
infeed roller has character numeral 35. The axle shafts are different components than 
the infeed and outfeed rollers on the accumulator. 

As stated in column 5, the axle shafts 39 and 40 are connected to corresponding 
sprockets 46 and 47 which, in turn, are engaged by the chains. Thus, when the 
pneumatic actuators 96 and 97 are activated, the chains cause the sprockets and the 
axle shafts to rotate in order to swing or rotate the arms 37 and 38 of the accumulator 
as shown in Figures 2 and 3. 

Although the chains and sprockets cause the axle shafts 39 and 40 to rotate, the 
chains and sprockets do not rotate the outfeed roller or the infeed roller and thus do not 
decelerate the rollers as asserted by the Examiner. 

Instead, as stated at the bottom of column 4, the outfeed roller 36 is journaled for 
rotation on axle shaft 39 by two internal bearings. Similarly, as stated in column 5, the 
infeed roller is journaled for rotation on axle shaft 40. Thus, the outfeed roller and the 
infeed roller freely rotate on the axles and are not driven by the pneumatic actuators 
and the chains which are connected to the shafts. 

Consequently, Applicants submit that the claims patentably define over Meyer 
alone or in combination with Coenen . 



Respectfully submitted, 



DORITY & MANNING, P.A. 



November 16. 2006 
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